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XI.—On the Fijian Species of the Genus Pachycephala. 
By Henry SEEBOHM. 


Tur acquisition of the Layard Collection of Polynesian Birds, 
which I have been studying for the last few months, enables 
me to correct some of the inaccuracies and to supply some of 
the deficiencies which appear in the Catalogue of the Shrikes 
in the National Collection (Gadow, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus. 
Vill. pp. 185-226). 

I propose to confine myself in the present paper to the species 
of the genus Pachycephala which inhabit the Fiji Islands. 
My friend Dr. Gadow reduces them to three species; but it 
scems to me that he ought to have recognized six species, with 
a possible seventh, which neither of us has seen. This 
mysterious species has been named Pachycephala intermedia 
(Layard, Ibis, 1876, p. 154). It is said to come from 
the north-east coast of Viti Levu, to have light yellow 
underparts, with a perfect though narrow black ring round the 
neck. It may be rash to express an opinion without having 
seen an example of this bird, but I am inclined to agree with 
Dr. Gadow that the description may refer to an abraded and 
faded example of P. torquata, a species only known from 
Taviuni. The narrow pectoral band is characteristic of P. 
kandavensis ; but this species has a white throat, and is only 
known from Kandavu, so that the hypothesis that the types 
(which cannot be found) might have been stained examples 
of that species, is scarcely so tenable as that suggested by 
Dr. Gadow. A priori it must be admitted that it would 
be very remarkable for two such closely allied species as 
P. graeffii and P. intermedia to be both found on the same 
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island, especially as we have examples of the former from 
the Rewa River, on the same side of the island as the alleged 
locality of the latter ; but, on the other hand, it cannot be 
denied that in every other case where the Doctor has differed 
in opinion from the Consul, a careful examination of the 
facts has proved that the Consul is right and the Doctor 
is wrong. 

If we regard Pachycephala intermedia as an apocryphal 
species, there still remain six others which inhabit the Fiji 
Islands, but no two of them have ever been found on the 
same island. Their distribution is as follows :— 


a Viti Levu. 
P. aurantiiventris ...... Vanua Levu. 
Paneel 6. cncvecnn Ovalau. 

P, Pongal «0.0... 6.00005: Taviuni. 

P. teandaensis............ Kandavu. 
P. heno ... 000 cece Ngau. 


In all these species the crown is black, the back is olive- 
green, and the lower breast and belly are yellow. The 
principal characters in which they vary are :— (a) the colour of 
the tail-feathers, which are olive in some specics and nearly 
black in others; (b) in the colour of the throat, which is 
white in some species and yellow in others; (c) in the black 
pectoral collar below the throat, which is conplete in some 
species, nearly complete in others, and nearly or quite 
obsolete in others; (d) in the yellow supraloral stripe, which 
is very large and conspicuous in some species, and obsolete 
or nearly so in others ; and (e) in the tint of the yellow of the 
underparts, which is lemon-yellow in some species and 
orange-yellow in others. These characters serve to diagnose 
the males of these six species as follows :— 


graefii sessen. A very conspicuous yel- 


rk low supraloral patch. 
Yellow of underparts naaa 5 p P 


suffused with orange. l torquata. 
neglecta. 
vitiensis. 

Veet WE esenee 


kandavensis .... Tail olive. 
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Pachycephala neglecta, as its position implies, is somewhat 
intermediate between the three first and two last-mentioned 
species. In the two first the black pectoral collar is almost 
obsolete; in P. torquata and in P. vitiensis it is quite 
complete and very broad; in P. neglecta it is not quite 
complete ; and in P. kandavensis, though it is complete, it is 
rather narrow. In the two first mentioned species the yellow 
supraloral patch is very conspicuous; in P. neglecta there 
are sometimes traces of it; but in P. torquata and in the 
two last I have never found any trace of it. 

The males of these six species are easily determined by the 
characters above given, but the females and immature of both 
sexes are somewhat puzzling. The latter may be sorted into 
two groups—those with uniform chestnut or dark buff under- 
parts, and those with greyish or brownish-white underparts 
streaked and barred with grey or brown. There are examples of 
most species in the uniform plumage moulting direct into the 
adult male plumage, but among the specimens of P. neglecta 
in the British Museum there is one in which the streaked 
and barred underparts appear to be moulting into the uni- 
form yellow of the adult male plumage. Before the females 
and young can be correctly diagnosed a much larger serics 
must be obtained. 


PaCHYCEPHALA GRAEFFII. 


The Viti-Levu Bush Shrike was discovered on Viti Levu 
by Dr. Graffe (Hartlaub, Ibis, 1866, p. 172), and the types 
were in the Godeffroy Museum in Hamburg. 

There is no example in the Layard Collection, but there 
are two in the Tristram Collection procured on the Rewa 
River in Viti Levu by Mr. Victor Williamson, and there are 
three examples in the British Museum, originally sent by 
Kleinschmidt to the Godeffroy Museum. 

The other four skins in the British Museum referred to 
this species by Dr. Gadow obviously belong to other species : 
d is an example of P. kandavensis, e ought to have been 
recognized as distinct under the name of P. neglecta, whilst 
f and g may fairly be regarded as also distinct under the 
name of P. aurantiiventris, which I propose for them in this 
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paper. These corrections involve the removal of all the five 
references to Layard from the synonymy, of which the last but 
one is from the Proc. Zool. Soc. and not from the ‘ Ibis’ as 
quoted by Dr. Gadow. 

Male. Yellow supraloral patch very conspicuous; rectrices 
nearly black ; underparts lemon-yellow ; black pectoral band 
almost obsolete. 


PACHYCEPHALA AURANTIIVENTRIS, Sp. Nov. 

The Vanua-Levu Bush Shrike was discovered by Mr. 
Layard at Bua in Vanua Levu, but was not regarded by him 
as distinct from the Viti-Levu species Pachycephala graeffii. 
It appears to be undescribed. It differs from its near ally 
in having the underparts orange-yellow, instead of lemon- 
yellow. The types are in the Layard Collection ; there are 
two examples in the British Museum obtained by Dr. Smith 
(referred by Dr. Gadow (op. cit. p. 202) to P. graeffii), and 
there are four examples in the Tristram Collection. 

Male. Yellow supraloral patch very conspicuous ; rectrices 
nearly black; underparts orange-yellow; black pectoral 
band almost obsolete. 


PACHYCEPHALA NEGLECTA. 

The Ovalaun Bush Shrike was discovered on Ovalau by 
Mr. Layard (Layard, Proc. Zool. Soc. 1879, p. 147) and 
the types are in the Layard Collection. 

It was, like the last-named species, referred by Dr. Gadow 
to P. graeffii, an allied species from Viti Levu, from which 
it differs in having a very much more complete black pectoral 
band, and a very much less conspicuous supraloral patch. 
There are two examples in the British Museum, four in the 
Layard Collection, and one in the Tristram Collection. 

Male. Yellow supraloral patch almost or quite absent ; 
rectrices nearly black; underparts lemon-yellow; black 
pectoral band not quite meeting in the centre. 


PACHYCEPHALA TORQUATA. 

The Taviuni Bush Shrike was discovered on Taviuni by 
Lieutenant Liardet (Layard, Proc. Zool. Soc. 1875, p. 150), 
and the types are in the Layard Collection. 
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Dr. Gadow has described this species as having a tail as: 
long or longer than the wing. This is a clerical error. ‘The 
dimensions of the tail given as 3°85, 3°9, 3°8 inches should 
read 2°85, 2:9, 2°8 inches. 

Male. No yellow supraloral patch ; rectrices nearly black ; 
underparts orange-yellow ; black pectoral collar very broad 
and quite perfect. 

In the synonymy of this species (op. cit. p. 201) Dr. Gadow 
includes Pachycephala vitiensis, Finsch and Hartlaub, Fauna 
Centralpolynesiens, p. 74 (part, 2 tantum). It can scarcely 
be a matter of doubt that the female referred to belongs to 
P. neglecta, since it comes from Ovalau, and the male to 
P., vitiensis, since the description is a translation of Gray’s 
original diagnosis of that species. Under no circumstances 
can it be said that any part of this reference relates to 
P. torquata, which is only known from Taviuni. 


PACHYCEPHALA KANDAVENSIS. 


The Kandavu Bush Shrike was described from examples 
obtained on Kandavu (Ramsay, Proc. Linn. Soc. New South 
Wales, 1877, p. 65), and the types are in the Macleay Col- 
lection in Sydney. È 

Dr. Gadow does not regard the Bush Shrike from Kandavu 
as distinguishable from that found on the island of Ngau, nor 
is he able to reconcile Mr. Ramsay’s description of Pachy- 
cephala kandavensis with the examples from the island of 
Kandavu in the British Museum, of which there were five 
when the Catalogue was printed, now increased to seven by 
the addition of two obtained during the cruise of the ‘ Chal- 
lenger.’ I do not think that there can be any doubt that 
Dr. Gadow is mistaken on both these points. Species which 
are isolated on islands cannot be judged from quite the same 
standpoint as those which occupy large areas on great con- 
tinents. It does sometimes happen that one island-race varies 
to such a degree that the variations overlap those of another 
island-race, whilst the extreme forms of the two races may be 
very distinct. In sucha case the two races intergrade, though 
they do not interbreed, and can only be regarded as subspe- 
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cifically distinct. But thisis not a casein point. Dr. Gadow’s 
contention is that there is no difference between examples from 
Kandavu and others from Ngau. He is not willing to admit 
even a subspecific difference between them. I take quite 
another view of the question. I do not regard the two 
species as very closely allied. The affinities of P. handavensis 
are not with P. vitiensis, which has black rectrices, but with 
P. chlorura, a species inhabiting the New Hebrides and 
agrecing with P. kandavensis in having an olive tail. 

As regards Mr. Ramsay’s description, it seems to me to be 
a good one, and as Dr. Gadow does not point out where it is 
defective it is impossible to guess which part of it he has 
misunderstood. Besides the difference in the colour of the 
tail, which is very marked, P. kandavensis diverges from 
P. vitiensis in having a broader black pectoral collar and a 
much more distinct yellow nuchal collar. ; 

Male. Yellow supraloral patch absent; rectrices olive; 
throat white, separated from the lemon-yellow of the rest of 
the underparts by a complete though narrow black collar. 


PACHYCEPHALA VITIENSIS. 

The Ngau Bush Shrike was discovered by Dr. Rayner 
during the cruise of the ‘ Herald’ (1845-1851) on the island 
of Ngau (Gray, ‘ Birds of the Tropical Islands of the Pacific 
Ocean,’ p. 20), aud the types are in the British Museum. 

So far as I know, the types are unique. Dr. Gadow refers 
Pachycephala optata (Hartlaub, Ibis, 1866, p. 172) to this 
species ; but since the type of Hartlaub’s description came 
from Ovalau there can be no doubt that it belongs to Pachy- 
cephalu neglecta. On the next line but one Dr. Gadow 
contradicts himself, the Pachycephala vitiensis female (Finsch 
and Hartlaub, Fauna Centralpolynesiens, p. 73) which he 
had just admitted to be that of this species being there 
denied to be so. The last three references are also wrong. 
The first of these (Layard, Ibis, 1876, p. 146) relates to a bird 
which is said to have a yellow throat, and to be only known 
from Viti Levu, and can therefore only refer to P. graeft. 
The second (Layard, Ibis, 1876, p. 392) refers to a bird 
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from Kandavu, which can of course only be P. kandavensis. 
The third (Layard, Proc. Zool. Soc. 1879, p. 147; not ‘ Ibis’ 
of that year as erroneously quoted by Dr. Gadow) also 
refers to P. kandavensis. 

Male. Yellow supraloral patch absent ; rectrices nearly 
black; throat white, separated from the lemon-yellow of the 
rest of the underparts by a broad black collar. 


The females of many of these species appear to differ from 
each other even more than the males do, but until the 
differences between adult females, immature females, and 
immature males are discovered, it would be rash to lay much 
stress upon the characters by which they can apparently be 
distinguished from each other. 


XII.— Notes on Eurystomus orientalis. 
By H. E. Dresser, F.L.S., F.Z.S. 


In a recently published part of the Proc. Zool. Soc. (P. Z. 8. 

1890, pp. 550-552), Mr. R. B. Sharpe has described three new 
species of Eurystomus, viz. Eurystomus letior, E. calonyx, and 
E. solomonensis, the first two of which he has separated from 
__E. orientalis. I have lately been working at this group, aud 
as I have a considerable series in my possession from my own 
collection, and from those of the late Lord Tweeddale, Canon 
Tristram, Mr. Whitehead, and Mr. H. Seebohm, it may prove 
of some interest to see how far these specimens tend to con- 
firm or to disprove Mr. Sharpe’s conclusions, based on the 
rich collection in the British Museum, the larger portion of 
which, so far as Eurystomus orientalis is concerned, were 
obtained from the Hume Collection. Mr. Sharpe describes 
his Eurystomus letior as being smaller than E. orientalis, as 
having the end of the tail black not marked with purplish 
blue, the head darker, the under surface brighter blue, the 
secondaries washed with purplish blue near the base of the 
outer web, and gives the habitat as the forests of Malabar, 
Nilghiris, Travancore Hills, and Ceylon. As regards size, he 
gives the length of the wing as 7°8 inches, whereas he gives 
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